REMARKS 



Reconsideration of the subject application as amended herein is 
respectfully requested. 

The Applicants would like to thank the Examiner for the courtesy 
extended during the interview of June 22, 2006. As discussed at the interview, 
the present invention pertains to a novel method and apparatus for processing 
content. One feature of the invention is that the content consists of payload 
and metadata, the metadata including specific alphanumeric characters. These 
alphanumeric characters may include a title, the names of various person 
associated with the creation of the content, such as director, producer, author, 
actor and so on. Importantly, the metatada is analyzed by retrieving the 
alphanumeric characters and comparing them to a reference. For example, if 
the characters define a title the title is compared to a reference to determine if it 
is correct. If the title is incorrect, no further processing of the content is allowed. 
In other words, in the present invention, the decision of whether the content is 
processed (e.g., played) is determined based on the presence or absence of a 
particular set or sequence of alphanumeric characters. These features of the 
invention are found on pages 8 and 9 of the specification. 

The Examiner has rejected the claims as being anticipated by or 
obvious over the Downs reference in view of Logan and Hassell. 

Downs relies on other parameters for playback control. For example, 
Downs discloses a system in which electronic stores deliver encrypted content 
to the end users. The encrypted content includes metadata. The end user 
receives a separate key that is used to decrypt the content. However at no time 
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does the system in Downs use metadata for determining whether the content 
should be played or not. In Downs, metadata is used merely as a means of 
describing the payload like in but is never used for any other purpose. By 
discussing the presence of metadata in the content but failing to discuss the 
use of metadata as a control means, Downs clearly teaches away from the 
present invention. 

Hassel similarly fails to disclose or even suggest the use of a text of 
alphanumeric characters to control payload playback. The Examiner relies on 
Hassel as teaching the use of a checksum as a criteria for controlling content 
copying. Clearly, a checksum is a parameter derived by the player from the 
content and does not cover alphanumeric characters imbedded in the content. 

Logan describes a system in which metadata includes repertoire 
information for the benefit of the user, or, as stated in the Abstract " to enhance 
user's enjoyment of available broadcast content." However, there is nothing in 
this reference that discloses or even suggests using alphanumeric characters to 
control playback. The Applicants disagree with the Examiner's position that 
Logan "shows metadata employed to control playback based on repertoire 
content." 

The Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's argument that 
the present invention is obvious in view of the combination of Downs, Logan 
and Hessel. Referring to Figs. 1-5, Downs teaches a content distribution 
system in which encrypted content from a content provider is bundled with 
various additional information including metadata and is stored. An end user 
requests a copy of the content from an electronic store. The electronic store 
delivers the requested content bundled with the metadata. The electronic store 
also provides information about the content and the end user to a clearing 



house. The clearing house determines whether the request from the end user is 
valid and meets all the required criteria and then sends the decryption key to 
the end user. The end user then decrypts the content. 

As described in Downs' specification starting at col. 19, line 34 and in 
Fig. 5, a rights management architecture is used to validate requests from end 
users. This architecture makes use of four layers of data: a license control 
layer 501 , a content identification layer 503, a control usage layer 505 and a 
content formatting layer 507. None of these layers include or depend on the 
metadata at all even though this metadata is clearly available. 

In other words, Down discloses a system in which content is associated 
with metadata and four other data layers. However, the four data layers are 
handled separately from the metadata and are used by a rights management 
architecture for play back control of the content. Thus, in Downs 1 system only 
the four data layers are considered for play back control but not the metadata, 
such as repertoire data. Because, Downs separates the metadata from the 
other four data layers and uses these only these other four data layers for play 
back control, Downs teaches away from the present invention and it is 
inappropriate for the Examiner to use this reference at all. 

Logan provides repertoire data for the enhanced enjoyment of the 
content by the user. This reference does not disclose or suggest using 
repertoire data on content control. 

In summary, none of the references disclose or even suggest that 
alphanumeric characters a may be used to determine whether a player should 
allowed to convert the digital media back to content and to play the content. All 
prior art references use other parameters for playback control. 
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It is respectfully submitted that the subject application is patentably 
distinguishable over the prior art and therefore it should be allowed. 

Enclosed with this response is a Petition for Extension of Time under 
37 CFR 1 .136 (a) accompanied by a check in the amount of $ 40.00 to cover 
the extension fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a)(1). If any additional fee is required, 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge the amount of any such fee to the 
Deposit Account No.07-1730, Docket No. 4630-006. A duplicate copy of this 
page is attached for that purpose. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GOTTLIEB RACKMAN & REISMAN PC 

Attorneys for Applicant 

270 Madison Avenue 

New York, New York 10016-0601 

Telephone: (212)684 3900 

Telefax: (212)684 3999 




Reg. No. 29,876 

Dated: 0>. 
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